Larrer veon Mi. Cavstoos.— Lo a late Mobile
Register jz published a letter fram Mr. Calhioun to
sume citizans of Mobile, 11 reply to one inviting him
to visit that ity und accept a public dinner. Mr. Cal-
hioun in his reply refers to the Texas and Oregon
questiong.  In relation 1o the latier he says:

“'I'be sbeorbing clinraeter of the negotiation in rel:
erence to Texag, did not go engross my stiention as
1o neglect that of Orogon. As soon ns the former
wus sufficiontly despatched and the business of the
department brought up, | entered on that, I left it
in an unlivished state; and on it is still pending, | am
notat liberty ta kpenk of the courso | took in eufer.
ence 10 it bus | trust when it comes 1o be made pub-
by it will not be lesg suceessful in meeting yo ur ap-
probation and that of the country generally. It is
a sulyoet not without great difficnities, and 1 feel
ussured | shall bo pardoned for expressing a hope
that itmay he so conducted by those 10 whose Im_"'“
1t is ontrasied to finish the wegotiation, se to bring
it 1o o suceossful and satigfactory tevmnation, und
thus avold an appes! to arms. Neither country can
guin any thing by such an sppeal, or can possibly de-
site it (F it ean ba honorably svoided.”

THE BUGLE.
‘NEW-LISBON, AUGUST 22, 1845.
‘ “] love agitation when there s eavee for it—the alarm-

bell which startles the inhabitants of a city, saves them
from being burned intheir beds," = Edmund Burke.

“The Disunion Pledge.”

There have sppeared two articles in the Philan
thropis. under this caption, and we understand there
15 a third which we have no! yet been sbile to procure.
After defining the difference in the position of the
Liberty party and the Disunionista in relation to the
L. S. Constitution, the Editor introduces (he follow-
ng

“Disyniox Prenor —Whersag, in the formation
and adoption of the Constitution of the United Siates,
the following erimiual and dangerous concessions
werns mads to the slaveholdiog power, namelv :—ithat
the foreign slave trade should be safely proseculted
under the natioonl flag, ss a lawful branch of Ameri.
enn eommerce, for a period of oot less than twenty
vears; that fagitive slaves should find no protection
from their pursuers on any portion of the American
nil; that glave insurrectionsshould be suppressed by
dn Lioned milimry and naval puwer of the coun.
iry, if noeded in any emergency; and (hat a slave.
Weldirg oligarchy, created by allowing three-lifthe of
tno whole slave population to be represented as prop
v ¢1¥ by their masters, thould be allowod a place
Cuongress ;—

“T'herefare, regardiog that Constitution as a ‘cove-
pant with death and an sgresment with hell, the
mighty prop that sustains the entire slavesystem, we,
the undersigned, to signily our abhorrence of injus:
tico nod oppregsion, and to clear our skirts from 1nno-
cent blood, do hereby pledge ourselves not to elect,
or in any way aid or countenance the olection of any
candidate for any office, the entrance upon which ra-
quires an oath or nffirmation to support tha Congtitu-
tion of the United Swes; but in all suitabla ways 1o
strive for the peaceable dissolution of the Union, ns
the most consistent, feasible and eflicient means of
abelishing slavery.”

ITe then briefly states his views of it, and gives
the rensons which led him to adopt them. ITe gays:

“IT, in our jadgment, an onth or affirmation to sup
port the Constitution of the United States, bound all
oflicors under it 1o ecommit any immoral ner, we
would vote for no candidate for office under that Con:
slitution.

“If there be any provisions in the Constitution re-
quiring the incumbant of & particular office under it to
nid in snpporting slavery, noanti-slavery man ought
10 be a candidate for that office—nor, if elected, could
hie clear himself, by wanv mental reservotion, from
guill, either in violating his oath, or violating his
principles.

“On aceepling office, what does an eath or sfiirma-
tion nu my part to support the Constitution of the Uni -
ted States, fairly and reasonnbly imply? That |
should abstain from any attempt to awaken puhlic
rentiment against a part or the whole of it, with n
view to ite amendment or subgtitution?  That | should
onerata or co-operate in carrving out all jte precepis?
Commaon sense answera, No. What then? Simply, that
in the exercise of the functions of my ofice, I should
Lie guided and econtrolled Ly the insirument which
erented the office and défined its functiong; and that |
should use my influence ta prevent violence designed
to cubvert the Constitution.  Wo cun couceive of no
othier reasonable eonstruction of nn oath or affirma.
tion to support the Constitution.”

It is certainly proper for us 1o know, 1o what on
nilice holder is bound when he promiscs to support the
Constitution of the United States, inssmuch as ho is
our representalive, our pgent, il we ars a voler un-
der 1t

The Constitution does not roquire that he shall de.
fund the wisdom of every, or any of its provisions,
but that he shall sustain them, and-cxecute pueh of the
laws hased upon them, ns come witkin the sphere of
his «flice, resortiog to furce and arms if need be, |

also exacts fromn bim s promise, that he will “preserve,
protect and defend the Constitution of the U, States.”
We believe that this oblignnon is invoived in the bal.
lot of every citizen, hut there are (hose who deny it}
tv such we would say, that if the citizanskip of the
office holder daee not require him to support the Con.
siitation in all ite parte, vet his osth of office most
clenrly demands it, It enres not in what light the
offiee-bolder may regard it, is even willing he should
congider it “a covenant with denth, and an ogree.
ment with hell,” provided ho will swear to keep that
coverant, to abide Ly that agreement. It does not
roguire that b shail abswin from constitutionally

to the three fifths representation,

striving to procure ita amendment, {or tho liberty thus
to aet is clearly dofined in the terms of the contract;
but it does require that he shall support it as it is, ex-
vcuting the duties of his office in conformity with itg
provisions; suglaining it, not ns he may choose to un-
derstand it, but as interpreted by the Supreme Court,
that tribunal from whogo decigion he cannol, in the
character of o citizon, make any appeal.

Bat the question upon which aaa matter of princi:
ple, we are willing to rest the whole controversy —
5o far na office holding is concerned —betweon the
Bisuntonis's, and a party professing to abolish slavery
by ncting thraugh, and by the U. 8. Canstitution, is
this:—Does the Canstitution require of those holding
office under it, to maintain, or aid in maintaining the
systom of slavery? The Dr. enys, that if thors cx-
1812 guch obligation, it must be found in one or sl ef
the four provisions referred to in the Disunion Pledge.
The clauses aro thosa in relation to the foreign
slave trade, thy surrender of fugilive slaves, the
crushing of the insurgeats, and tho three filths repre-
sentaltion,

but ebony, ptll‘ml‘l!.nml slsves, nre in these BevVera)
casos convertible terme. We again quote from the
Philanthropist:

“The langunge of the Conatitution is —Repregen-
tatives and direct taxes shall be apportioned among
the several States, which may be included within this
Union, according to their respective numbers, which
ghinll be determined, by adding to the whole number
of free persone, iocluding those bound 1o serve for
n term of years, and excluding Indians, not taxed,
three fifths of all other versoxe™ “Thers is no as
sumplion here, no implication, that the other persuns
are property, or that tha framers of the Constitution
thus regarded them. *‘Ah! but they meant sl aves,
and slaves wero regarded as property " As property
by wham? Not by the Fedoral Convention, for the
natore of the relation sustained by the “other per
sons,” wae not the subject of discugsion: the Conven
tion didl not pretend (o pass any judgment one way
or the other, upon the character of the relation. Thev
wero regnrded as property by the Siates, in which
they were slaves, but the framers of the Congtitution,
10 every cnse where refercoce is made o thom, nom
ed them s# persons.”

We care nothing about fegal techaiealities, and al-
though wa moy not be able to show that the wurd

In relation to the first provision referred 1o, the Dr.
admits, that 1t necessarily involved the sanetionand
suppart of the Union to the slave trade for tweaty
yoars. Was not this——to use the language of the
pledge—*a eriminal and dangerous concession to the
slaveholding power?""  Bat he says that this clause
which waspro-slavory in 1508, became anti-slavery
in 1800, and why? Becavee *every act for the sup-
pression of the siave trada has been i virtue of the
power it confery® Let us examine tuis matter a
little more clusely and see how it gtands, The Fed-
oral government possesses no power bul that which
it derives from the Siates, Prior to the adoption of
the Constitution, each state had a legal right to car-
ry on, or suppress, 80 far a8 it was concerned, the
foreign slave trade. 1his he admita. Subsequent
to the adoption of the Cunstitution, we find the Feder-

slave or glavery is contained in the Cunstitution, yet
we ean prove thatin the debates vpon its adoption
alaves wore frequontly referrod to, and reforred 1o ns
property; and that while the provigions of the Con.
slitution were framed with o view 1o avoid (he ap-
pearance of evil, they were designed to uphold and
guarantes the aystem of Americin slivery,

When the question of dircet taxation and represen-
tation wag before the Convention, the plan proposed
and adopted, was ohjected to by some upon anti sla-
very grounds—tuey regarded it ng a compromise
with slavery, and sotne who advocated ity considered
it n bonus upon slaveholding. Take a few sentiments
uttered in the debntes upon this clause, and ses in
what light the framers of the constitution viewed it,

“Mr Crase (of Md) observed that negroes are
property, and us such cannot be distngmshed from

ul government invesied with the same power, with
this difference, 1'iat it should not act to suppress the
trade prior 1othe yoar 1803, The clause which pro-
hibite Congross aholishing it prior ta that time, as
clearly and uneaestionably gives the right to contin.
ue itag long afterwards os il shall see fit. It should
be borne in mind, and the distinction clearly made,
that the article in question did not make it obligato.
ry upon Congress to aboliah that trade in 1808, but
prohibited its action before that time, and then lefi it
optional. Elad Congrees chosen, it could have been
continued up \o the present day, and can now B re.
vived, under the power granted them by that anti-
slavery article, as the Dr. contends it hag now be-
come, whenever it sees fit 8o to do.

ludeed its revival hoa been strongly urged by some
of the planters of the far South and south-west, as a
measure which would promote the inlerests of the
sugar raigers and colton growers of our land; and
now thatthe former lone gtze of Texas has become
one of the Union constellntion, we may confidently
anticipate its re-establishment. But the Dr. says
this clausa is anti-slavery, inasmuch us Congress does
not choose to make it proslavery, end therefore we
may innocently promise to sustaio it
pose & coes,

The crews of thirteen merchant veseels, each have
ing & separate and distinet furm of government, cun-
cluda to enter into certain genersl sriicles of agree-
ment, ench crew mppointing a delegate 1o see that
these articles are faithfully observed—thess delegates
to constitute a general government. One article pro-
vides that the murderiag of those Africans whom
they mest upon the high sene shall not be prokibited
beforo the expiration of one yeae. At the end of
that time tho genoral goveroment has the power 1o
prohibit it; but tha prohibuion, iy but the exercise in
a cerlain way, of the puwer of lfe and death over
certain of their fellow men. Take nway this power
of 1ife and death, and it bus no pewer to prohibit mur-
der. Now the question which arisus is this,—Have
I.0s 0 part of the crew of one of thess merchant ves.
sels, n right to give to that povernment, a power of
life and death over any of my fellow men or promise
tn sustain it in its posession und exercise, even though
I deem it may be used for guod? We nnewer most
emphatically, No!  Aod we es decidedly aver, that
theclause in the U. 8. Constitution which we have
been considering, is pro slavery, inasmuch as it gives
to Congressthe power w traffic in slaves whenever it
is disposed soto do.  Hence the uecessity of thie Dis-
uniun Pledge, even on this point,

Let us sup-

The next elause which 18 noticed is that in relation
We think the Dr.

quibbles a livle in relation 1o this point; but perhaps

wo do him injustice, and that that which seems quib-
bling to us, nppears fair argument to him. There is
iruth in the saying that “a rose by any ether name
will amell op sweol,”™ woi it is s true thet a sleve is
a glave, by whatever nama lie may be designated, 1n
whatever languoge be may be deseribied. o the let-
ters of the slave traders upon the African coast,
slaves gre sometimes spoken of us “logs of ebony,”
10 that eleuss of the Copsitution we are considering,
they are refeerod (o as hiree Gililie ol sl othior pargons’

the landa or personalities held in those States where
thora are few glaves ™

“Mr. Gerny (of Mass ) thought properiy net the
rula of representation.  Why, then, shoold the bincks,
who were property in the South, be in the rule «f
representation more than the catile and horses of the
North™

“Ma, Parrensox (of N. Jereny) smid. he could
regard slaves in nolight but as property. They ars
no {ree sgents, have no personal liberty, no fenltv ol
acquiring properly, buton the enntrary are them
eelves property, and Iike other praperty entirely at
the will of the master.”

“Mr. Mams « (of Va.) added, ns worthy of re
mark. that tha Southern Stwtes have rhiz peculiar
species of proper(y, over and above the uther species
ul property common to all the Statesd

“Gen Pixerxwy (of 5. Carolion) demied that the
rule of wealth should be ascertained, and oot left 1o
the pleseure of the Legisintare; and that property iu
slaves should not be exposed o danger, uader » gov
ernment instituted for the protection of property.”

UMn. Raxpowen (of V) lamented that sncha spe
cies of property existed.  But as it did exist the hold
er ol it would require thigsecurity

“Mn. Govvenseur Monrmis (of Pa) enid, the ad.
mission of slavesinto the representatian, when fuisly
explained, comes to this, that the inhabitant ol Geor
gin nnd South Carolina who goee 10 the noast of Afri-
cn, and in defiance of the most sacrod Inws of human
ity, tears away nis fellow creatures from their dear
est connections, and dumng them o the most croel
bondage. shall have more voles 11 & government in
stituted for protection of the rights of maokind, than
the citizen of Pennevivania or New Jersoy, whe
views with a laudable horror sa nelarious a practice
He would add, that demestic slavery is the MOST Jirom
went feature in the nristeratic countennnce of the
proposed constitution.™

8o much for the facts in the case—seo much for the
teatimony of the fathers who probubly knew as well
what they were sboul, as doesthe editor of the Philan-
thropist. In conunuation of due remarks upun thi
sulject he says:

{ o wWTha simple Mot of eonnting them all, or ne thnee.
[jftht. «or one fifth, or not at all, inthe rato of rep-
resentetion, implied no npprobatinn by the Gonven-
tiwn, of their condition, no judgment on -ite pert re-
specting i1, nu sanchion whutgosver 10 the selations
they sustained to the Staws.™

Suppose that South Corolina had built vp = some-
what different kiod of aristooracy {rum that whigh
she had ot the time the Copstitution was framed—an
arislooracy which recognized ten of the inhabian's
as (reemen and nobles, and all the others o8 euljects
sod serli.  Would it imply sanction of shat relstion,
il in fixing the ratio of representation, the convention
bad conlerred upoo the nubles a degree of political
power commensurate with the number of esrfs? Wa
unswer 10 the affirmative;nod we srrive st the same
conclusion 1o the cose of slave represeniation. And
we would add, in relation 10 a case which the editor
presente, that i peliticsl power were given 1o the
fathers of illegitimate children in proportion v (he
number of such oflspring, while at the same time
it way @& nolworious fact that the bastards were
not themselves permitted o exerciso any portion of
that power, it would most certainly be a sanotion to
fornication, & premium on its commission. Does (he
Dr. deny n?

I'he concluding paregraph of his second urticle is
as fullows:

“If there be any person whom these views fail tn
eonvince, there 18 another coneiderntion which may

[ induce them oot 1o sbandon all their polivical righte
o under the Conctitition.

Thie clause of the Consti-

tution, frum its very tormy, imnp.ses ditics vpon the
representative 1o Congress only once in every len
yonra—as the apportivament is to be made eviry ten
vears, In the intermedinta Covgreas, it imposes no
duty upon him, and he may urge with all the power
he has, its complete smendment. 1T this view ful
relisve his conscionce, we have nothing more in say."

We do not think it probable that the above consid.
eration will have very groat weight with any one who
gives the subject a few moments thought; but a word
or two n reply, however,

It is true that the apportionment is made but once
in ten years, but the law determining the ratio ol rep.
resootation is an ever liviog law. If a vacaney
should occur in Congress, itis filled according to the
provisions of that law, and every other member s
bound to receive the newly eleeted, ond thus ne.
knowledge the rightfulness of the Inw under which
If any state or digtrics should gend
more repregonintives than it is entitled to, they are

he was returned.

rejucied, not gimply betause the rule of spportion-
ment wax of acertsin eharscter 1o 1840, b beenuse
itnowe is,and even il it were dead or slumbering, ihe
neceesary action ef Congroes would re.anmimate or
awaken 1. Then

in relation to new stales. 17 a
siete should come into the upion every yvir, 18 not
the rule to be applied every yonr? Was it not ap-

plied lnst year 1o Florda and lowa
apphied this year to Texas?

Will it not be

I wpperars to us thet the Dr, makes another and
grenter migtuke, and confounds a provivion of the
Consti‘ution which declares who shall bi comted in
detormmning the matio of representation, with the law
doelariog how many 1t shall requnre to give o repre-
tentative.  ‘The first, is not as he sapjos s. ehangod
every ten vears, but if changed atall, it musi be done
as is npy other Constitn'ional provison; while the lat-
ter, may bo altered everv ten b yvear Ly o vom of
Congress.

We have made this nrtiele longer than we ditended,
andinis purhupe well for our renders that we buve
ot yet been ahle to obtmn the 3id article of the
Philanthropiet.  We hape however to procure it saon,
and will then have more 1o siy upon e Canstintion,
Whether we obtain it or not, we shidll endenvor to
show that the two remuining elavses referred to i
thie article, sre essertially pro slavery, and thuteve
ry voter under the Congtitution, enber sgnoranily or
wielligantly, promises to suppurt slavers by  prommme.
ing ta support the Consarution,

New-Jersey a filave Blale.

"This is the caption vfan artcle which we have soen co-
pied into several papers,and which refers to o reeent suit i
the Suprenie court of New-Jersey,in eelativn ton colored
man Williem, who was neld as n slave by a ¢oitizon of that
state.

In 1820, the Legislature adagted & plon G the grodual
abolition of slavery, but whick it appears did notatlect the
caondition of the slave Williaw. JTo 1844 a now Stite Con.
stitation was adopted, and in 1845 the question was bronght
before the court, whether the first section in the Hill of
Wights did not ionpediately and £ rever destroy the relation
previowsly existing between master and slave.  Ule sec-
Lion reads as follows:—

ALl men are by natura free and indepen dont, anl hny®
certain inalienoble rights, among wineliare 1hese ol enjoy”
ing and defesding life and libegty, acquiring, possessing
and protecting proporty, and ol pursuing sud obtaining
sndety ood hagpinees.™

Theopinion of the eowrt was given upon the ollowing
. points, three of the judges ngreaing but the Chiel Justice
disarnting: —

*1ut, T'hat the relatios of master and slive existed by
lnw at the sdoption of the Constitucion in Jiil,

sad, That that constitetion has notdestroyed thot rely-
tion ur abolished slavary,

3, T'hat the colared man, William, should be reme
ded tothe custody of the defendant.*

Juige Neviuw, who delivered the opinion of the gourt,
affirmud that the decisions of Masachusetts and Virginia in
cases somewhat resembling tois, were different eonstrue-
ione of a gimilar provigion:—** A in this eonflie t ofopin-
1ons minong gudges, the present eage must sast on whot this
vourt ehnll conaidor the fair, legad snd safi: consteuetion.”

Thie is no more than we axpected, for we 3id not believe
that the people of New-Jersey wore rendy fur the abolition
of slavery; and this experimant shows that the time am
meane spent in trying to foroe the law to do what public
opinion will not sustain it in doing. in a waste of anorgy
and Inbor.  When the New-Jersey Legislature lnd down
its plan for gradunl abolition, itso left the slave code, thay
althomgh the citizens of that state were not permitted 10-
lold men ng slaves for life, except those whom the laws
mgarded na too aged to be froe, yet eitizens of ather states
ware aliswed to bring their slaves tpon the soil of New-
Jersey, wund vo hold them in eonformity with Now-Jersey
Inws, Thus making the state n City of Refuge, not o the
innocemt shedder of blood | biut tothe wilfu! and deliberste
wan-stealer, who gorges himself upon human prey.  Her
statuies toa, in relation to the free colored man,are such
ngany pegan nation would be ashamed of, and infinitely
more ontrageous than the restrictions of which travellcrs
complain in the despotic countries of Furope. In New-
Jersey, before n colored man can feel that he s in compar-
ative safety, if he is the citizen of snother state, orifl he is
passing from one county to another, he must havehis hn-
manity certified to by a Justice of the Peace, asthough the
testimony of a New-Jersey or Pennsylvanin Justice with
the great seal of his State attached, was more worthy
of eredence than the testimony of God, with lus soul-im-
press.

Wa do not leok for much from Noew-Jersoy in tho way
of humanity, thongh doubtless we might obtain from ber
any quantity of religion we desired. S0 long as euch a
tremendous influence goes forth from her groat thealogieal
seminary 8l Princeton, humanity will be turned sway from




